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FOREWORD 

This  publication  was  prepared  under  contract 
by  the  UNITED  STATES  JOINT  PUBLICATIONS  RE¬ 
SEARCH  SERVICE,  a  federal  government  organi¬ 
zation  established  to  service  the  translation 
and  research  needs  of  the  various  government 
departiiients* 


;  JPES:  38I+8 

CSO:  .3783^ 

THE  IHHER  UIHY  op  MiiaiSM-EEHIlIlSM 
IH  TEE  WOEKS  OP  ITS  CIASSICS 
-  Czeoboslovakia  - 

[Pollcwing  is  a  translation  of  an  article  by' 

ladrich  Srovnal  in  the  Czoch-languag©  periodical 

Nova  Ksrsl  (The  Hew  Thought),  Prague,  Ho.  It, 

/pril  I960,  pages  383-395.3 

To  fulfill  the  task  of  coiapletlng  the  building  of  soclai.isn 
as  it  has  been  laid  before  our  people  by  the  11th  Congress  of 
the  ESC  (Coinmunist  Party  of  Czechoslovakia),  is  to  fill  the  ob¬ 
jective  social  ^ocess— the  practical  development  of  which  affects, 
startiiag  with  economics,  all  socially  important  spheres  of  life--'with 
cohacious  activity  of  the  working  masses.  With  the  growing  Initiative 
of  the  masses,  the  cognitive  activity  of  the  party  and  its  Central 
Committee,  without  which  a  purposeful  control  of  social  processes 
would  be  unthlnlsable,  assumes  an  ever  greater  sighlficance.  The 
policy  of  the  Communist  Party  reaches  Into  all  social  spheres, 
and  yet  In  all  its  diversifications  this  policy  is  intermlly 
unifbimij  it  is  a  inanlfestatlon  of  the  united  will  which  ezprosRos 
the  fimdamental  interests  of  the  working  people.  The  theoretical 
foundation  of  this  Internal  laiity  of  policy  is  the  integral  teaching 
of  Marxism-Leninism.  Only  with  this  method  and  on  its  firm  foimda- 
tion  can  the  paarty,  widely  teaching  rich  experiences,  sot  forth 
aims  for  the  practical  activities  of  the  masses.  .But  together  with 
the  growth  of  a  variety  of  social  processes  which  must  be  penetrated 
in  all  their  aspects,  and  together  with  the  development  of  the 
cognitive  and  directive  role  of  the  party  in  various  spheres  of 
social  life,  grow  also  the  demands  for  conscious  deeponing  and 
theorotical  solidlf ioatloh  of  the  inner  unity  of  the  throe  parts 
of  Marxism-Leninism.  ..The  practical  party  workers  are  very  well 
aware  Of  this  fact, '  but  theoretical  workers  do  hot  always  fully 
realize  it.  h 

"Marx  was  the  continuer  and  the  genius  completer  of  the 
throe  main  currents  of  19th  Century  thought  which  belong  to  the 
throe  most  advanced  countries  of  the  world;  the  classic  German 
philosophy,  the  classic  English  political  ocohomy,  and  Ironch  , 
socialism,  together  with  Erench’ revolutiohoiry  idoas  In  general." 
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In  these  vords  Lenin  characterizes  the  ideological  contents  of 
Marxism  In  his  article  ”Earl  Itox.”  He  also  emphasizes  here  a 
"remarkahle  thoy/oughness  and  integrity"  of  the  'fforhs  of  Marx. 

(V.  I.  Lenin,  Works,  Tol.  21,  p. 

When  VO  have  la  mind  the  endeavors  of  Marx  and  Engels  to 
transcend  Gorman  c3.assic  philosophy,  then  we  speak  about  the  revo¬ 
lutionary  turn  in  philosophy.  But  vo  can  speak  with  egual  right 
about  Marx’s  and  Engels*  revolutionary  turn  in  the  history  of 
economic  theory  and  in  the  development  of  socialist  and  communist 
teachings.  In  this  sense  wo  then  understand  Marx’s  and  Engels’ 
works  as  a  "direct  and  immediate  continuation  of  the  teachings  of 
the  greatest  representatives  of  philosophy,  political  economy,  and 
socialism."  (V.  I.  Lenin,  Works,  Vol.  19;  p.  H*) 

The  revolution  of  Marx  and  Engels,  as  it  was  carried  out 
in  those  three  most  Important  currents  of  European  thought,  is  the 
work  of  their  genius.  It  could  never  have  been  realized,  however, 
had  not  this  genius  of  the  modern  science  of  society  been  in  the 
service  of  the  revolutionary  movement  of  the  proletariat.  Thus, 
Marx’s  and  Engels'  critical  transcendence  of  ideological  precursors 
assumes  in  the  development  of  society  an  epochal  significance  inas¬ 
much  as  it  is  Itself  a  result  of  the  actual  process  of  history. 

The  founders  of  Marxism  have  succeeded,  from  the  positions  of  tho 
proletariat,  not  only  in  creating  a  qualitatively  now  science  of 
society  but  also  in  preserving  the  theoretical  wealth  of  tho  most 
valuable  results  of  social  thinking.  The  work  of  Marx  and  Engels  is, 
therefore,  not  only  a  testimony  that  tho  road  to  victory  of  the 
proletariat  may  bo  lit  with  tho  beacon  of  social  development,  but 
also  a  testimony  that  tho  preceding  most  important  social  teachings, 
which  failed  to  comprehend  tho  historical  mission  of  the  proletariat, 
have  gradually  lost  contact  with  this  real  historical  process. 

Tho  revolutionary  change  which  Marx  and  Engels  have  effected  in 
philosophy,  political  econcmy,  and  socialist  doctrine  signifies 
therefore,  at  tho  same  time,  that  those  doctrines  could  not  have 
further  developed  and  intensified  on  their  own  basis  in  tho  direction 
of  lending  scientific  understanding  to  social  development  and  its 
driving  forces. 

The  German  classic  philosophy,  as  a  philosophical  source  of 
Marxism,  achieved  its  apex  in  the  system  of  Hegel.  All  previous 
philosophical  teachings  were  consciously  retained  in  it  in  the 
"abolished"  form,  and  Hegel’s  philosophy,  as  the  crowning  peak  of 
all  preceding  philosophical  thinking,  presented  its  claim  to  abso¬ 
lute  knowledge.  Hegel's  philosophical  self-confidence  was  supposediy, 
according  to  Hegelian  system,  an  expression  of  tho  consciousness  of 
tho  universal  spirit  which,  looking  at  tho  history  of  the  world 
as  the  result  of  its  own  work,  reverts  back  to  itself  as  an  ab8olu.:.e 
idea.  A  political  equivalent  of  this  triuurphal  return  to  pure 
idea  which  had  passed  through  the  purgatory  of  tho  material  world 
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vaa  to  to  the  El’uSaian  state— "Gad's  •max'Ch  on  earoh.  ^  Hegel  s_  ^ 
objectively" idealistic  iremiee  and  apologetic 

as  the  Pnissian  socidl  conditions  vero  concerned,  lorm  here  a  uii+y» 

The  very  historical  developient  of  the  preceding  period  vas,  - 

however,  reproduced  in  Hegel's  system  as  a  dialectic  movement,  ^ 
movement  guided  by  its  inner  laws 

Thus,  because  it  pictured  the  lawfulness  of  the^pattern 
ment  of  world  spirit,  Hegel  captured  in  a  hazy  form  the  dlaleotic  „ 
laws'  of  actual  social  historyi  What  freguently  occurrs  ,.cn  a  ^ 
different  level  in  the  natural  sciences  happened  to  Hegel:  e  e  ^ 
a  relatively  false  hypothesis  often  stimulates  thinking,  _althoi^h 
in  the  effort  to  vindicate  this  hypothesis  at  any  cost  its  true 
results  are  distorted.  '  ^  «  ii.  „ 

Hbgol'S  unquestionable  achievement  is  that  he  further 

eiabbratod  the  activb  aspects  Of  man  in  relation  to  nature  “4  ^ 
society.  However,  the  more  he  reduced  man  to  mere  consoxousness 
and  the  subject  of  his  activity  to  a  mere  idea,  the 
orated  this  aspect ,  as  MarX  has  shown  in  his  Tnesos  on  Feuerbac .. 

in  the’  abstract  sOhse-  only. 

The  fundamental  contradictions  between  man  and  nature,  - 
the  contradictions  Within  society  itself,  whlch^ppear  in  Hegel -s 
works  Urider  the  cover  of  oetrangemont,  are  f or  this  philosopher^ 
spiritual  contradictions  the  solution  of  which  is  again  a  matte* 

of  cognitive  functions  of  the  spirit.  Solf .consciousness  as  an 
ox^osaion  Of  the  active  essonce  of  man  is  f or^Hegol,  therefore, 
not  a  consciottsnoBS  of  the  actual  conditions  of  existence  of  ^ma,n 
but  an  eipression  Of  an  abstract  mode  of  knowledge,  a  companion  to 
an  oqually  abstract  notion  of  freedom.  '  '  ^  .  V  „ 

Bourgools  philosophy  has  thus  in  the  monumental  work  of  E=;gel 

succeeded  in  making  abundantly  clear  the  f 

social  foundation,  and  in  presenting  a  mystified  method:  of  solving:, 

Marx's  critical  process  of  transcending  Segel  begins  witi 
the  period  when  Marx  piiblished  his  first  articles  lr.  uhe  E|e5nteohr.- 
Zoitulig  and  in  essence  culminates  in  Merx's  Im:rodr.GPxon  to  -he 
.  Critique  of  Hegel's  Philosophy  of  Eight  and  Law.  Marx  s  articles 
in  the  EheinlscheZelntung  represent,  from  the  point  of  view  of 
rovolutiraary  changes  inpMloSopby,  criticism  of  various  aspecus 
of  precisely  those  German  social  conditions  for  which  Hegel  was 
an  apologist  in  their  piurest  Prussian  form.  Marx's  articles  in  tno 
Eheiniacho  Zeitui^  can,  therefore,  be  viewed  as  a  preparaoory  wor.' 
for  the  crltlcliirof  Hegel's  philosophy,  and  all  the  more.  Importa-r^ 
because  the  criticism  was  based  not  on  material  of  abstract 
Philosophy  but  on  facts  of  life.  Marx,  still  from  the  position  c.. 
a  re volutlondry  democrat,  began  hero  for  the  first  time  to  clar-.fy 

for  himself  the  role  of  popular  masses  in  hlstoi-y.  , 
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Tho  real  critical  act  of  crossing  svords  vith  Eogel's 
philosophy  takes  place  only  later  In  Marx’s  criticism  of  Hegel’s 
philosophy  of  right  and  lav.  :]fere  Marx,  inspired  hy  tho  method  of 
Feuerbach’s  criticism  of  religious  alienation  of  man,  for  the  first 
time  shovs  the  fallacy  of  Hegel’s  idealistic  starting  point:  tho 
true  subject  of  history  is  the  people,  and  not  tho  idea  ahd  its 
nearest  manifestations  --  the  ruler  and  tho  state. 

If  in  the  Hhe inis Che  Zeintung  articles  Marx  opposes  tho  pre¬ 
vailing  social  conditions  in  their  practical  form,  hero  ho  comes 
out  for  tho  first  time  against  tho  fullest  theoretical  defense  of 
them.  Marx’s  criticism  of  Hegel’s  legal  philosophy,  therefore, 
constitutes  a  decisive  turning  point:  hero  Marx  for  the  first  time 
separates  himself  from  the  bourgeois  ideology. 

This  process  takes  final  shape,  so  far  as  philosophical  aspoats 
are  concornod,  in  Mirx’s  ” Introduction  to  the  Critique  of  Hegel’s 
Philosophy  of  Eight  and  Lav."  With  this  work  Marx  definitely  places 
himself,  in  the  process  of  elaborating  a  qualitatively  new  concept  of 
tho  world,  against  all  bourgeois  philosophy.  Marx,  and  almost  sim¬ 
ultaneously  and  independently  Engels,  passes  on  to  the  position  of 
the  working  class.  Tho  subject  of  liberation  of  society,  the 
vehicle  for  overcoming  the  conditions  of  exploitation,  will  bo  tho 
working  class.  Only  this  class,  owing  to  its  objective  position  jn 
the  system  of  bourgeois  social  relations,  can  be  tho  vehicle  of 
emancipation  of  all  people. 

Marx’s  discovery  of  tho  working  class  as  the  subject  of 
revolutionary  change  of  social  conditions  is  tho  nucleus  out  of  which 
grow,  together  with  historical  materialism,  Mccrxlst  political  economy 
and  eoiontlf ic  socialism.  It  is  accompanied  by  a  discovery  of  the 
now  import o-nco  and  contents  of  human  activity  and  at  the  same  time  .. 
a  disoovory  of  tho  material  nature  of  objective  social  relations. 

The  proof  of  the  historical  mission  of  the  working  class  is, 
in  tho  "Introduction  to  tho  Critique  of  Hegel’s  Philosophy  of 
Eight  and  Law,"  presented  in  philosophical  terms,  just  as  a  little 
later  in  Marx’s  and  Engels’  "Holy  Family."  This  hypothesis  is 
dui'lng  the  further  development  confirmed  by  the  practice  of  class 
struggle  of  tho  proletariat.  Proof  of  the  historical  mission  of 
tho  proletariat,  demonstrated  by  means  of  a  special  science  of 
society,  come,  as  Lenin  showed,  only  with  Marx’s  Capital.  At  this 
time  Marx  proceeds  from  tho  realization  that  the  class  of  proletarlar?'-: 
as  tho  remotest  pole  of  human  self -ostrangoment  is  a  negative  part 
of  bourgeois  society  and  will  not,  for  this  reason,  combine  with 
its  revolutionary  victory  any  of  tho  material  conditions  of  permanent 
preservation  of  its  own  class  supremacy. 

Tho  class  of  proletarians,  standing  against  the  prevalent 
conditions  of  bourgeois  society,  being  the  objective  conditions  whloh 
had  developed  in  an  elemental  process,  are  destroying  those  conditions 
by  their  practical  revolutionary  activity.  In  its  process  tho  object 


(social  relations)  and  even  the  subject  itself  (the  yorkiiig  Class) 
undergo  chaiagos.  The  practical  activity  falls  hero  into  one  vith 
the  revolution,  which  in  the  mature  teachings  of  Marxism  bears 
the  name  of  socialist  revolutiono  Mirx’s  discovery  of  the  histori¬ 
cal  mission  of •  the  workir^  class,  historically  a  now  understanding 
of  the  practical  activity,  and  the  rise  of  tho  materialist  concoptioia 
of  history  as  a  historical  nucleus  of  the  whole  Marxist  philosopbs' 
fom  a  unity.  Only  following  this  historical  discovery  can  Jfcrx 
formulate  his  famous  "Theses  on  Feuerbach"  --  another  important  step 
in  the  development  of  Mcrxism  —  which  is  no  longer  a  criticism  ^ 
idealistic  philosophy  but  a  criticism  of  inconsistencies  of  pro- 
Marxian  matorlollsm. 

Pre -Marxian  materialism,  though  it  has  always  been  closely 
connected  with  natural  scioncos,  understood  to  its  own  advantage  the 
practical  Importance  of  human  material  activity  only  insofar  as 
this  aotivty  could  make  the  best  use  of  natural  sources  for  the 
satisfaction  of  fixed  and  unalterable  human  hoods.  Man  was  in  its 
eyes  a  passive  product,  of  nature  which  is  in  its  essonce  ufcchangoabJe 
It  did  not  understand  that  the  masses  of  producers,  because  of  the 
fact  that  they  change  nature,  are  also  changing  themsolvos,  tho 
content  and  extent  of  their  needs,  that  they  charge  tho  whole  society 

The  social  existence  itself  was  Marx’s  discovery  of  the  his¬ 
torical  role  of  tho  Working  class  comprehended  as  the  object  of  pur¬ 
poseful  practical  human  activity.  This  actml  BubJOct,  then,  this 
object,  becomes  the  foundation  of  all  social  relations  --  the  pro¬ 
duction  relations.  The  purposeful  activity  aiming  at  the  transfoiana- 
tion  of  thoBo  production  rol&tions  is  a  practical,  material,  and 
rovolutionary  activity.  It  is  a  Social  revolution  and  its  subject 
is  tho  rovolutionary  proletariat.  Tho  task  of  critical  and  rovolu¬ 
tionary  social  sclonco  is  for  Marx  and  Engels,  then,  to  Justify 
sciontificaliy  the  historical  mission  of  tho  proletariat  and  to  pro- 
vido  It,  proceeding  from  its  oxporioncos,  with  a  practical  program, 
strategy,  and  tactics  for  its  struggle. 

Without  tho  oxlstonce  of  tho  revolutionary  working  class  it 
would  not  even  bo  .possiblo  to  link  dialectics  with  matorlalism. 

It  ,1s  procisoly  in  the  teachings  of  Marx  and  Engels  about  the  his¬ 
torical  rolo  of  the  working  class  and  in  tho ir  subsequont  sclontlfic 
proof  of  the  inevltablo  fall  of  capitalism  and  rise  of  socialism 
that  matorlallst  dialoctics,  historical  materialism,  .political  ' 
economy,  and  soientlflc  socialism' mergo  into  one  whole.  Matorlallr/’; 
dialoctics  hoc omes  at  the  same  time  a  general  method  of  all  parts  of 
Marxism.  , 

Tho  rise  of  tho  matorialiat  conception  of  history  thus  soes- 
what  antedates  the  riso  of  the  other  parts  of  Marxism.  Its  rise 
then  brings  .along,  at  least  in  a  nucleus,  tho  riso  of  tho  remaining 
parts  of  MoEXlsm.  If,  as  V.  I.  Lonin  says,  "Tho  main  point  of 
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Mary.lst  teaching  is  ...  its  explanation  of  the  vorld-vide  role 
of  the  proletariat  as  the  creator  of  socialist  society"  (V.  I.  Lenin^ 
Works,  Vol.  18,  p.  583) ^  then  all  three  of  its  component  parts 
serve  this  purpose  in  Marxism  in  equal  measure. 

If  the  historical  mission  of  the  working  class  is  determined 
hy  its  object Ive  position  in  the  system  of  bourgeois  social  relatioo-s 
which  develop  in  an  elemental  way  ns  a  mtural  historical  process, 
it  would  be  first  of  all  necessary  to  examine  this  system  of  rela¬ 
tions  and  the  laws  of  its  movement.  The  transition  of  Marx  and 
Engels  to  the  position  of  the  working  class  necessitates  an  examina¬ 
tion  of  the  economic  foundation  cxf  social  relations  —  the  production 
relations.  The  first  prerequisite  of  this  study  was  the  critical 
re-examination  of  earlier  theories  of  political  economy.  The  first 
results  of  this  critical  duel  with  English  bourgeois  political 
economy  ar’e  found  in  Marx’ B"Econoinlc  c.nd  Philosophical  Manuscripts" 
and  the  early  works  of  Engels  from  England. 

Hegel’s  philosophy  purports  to  show  the  real  shore  of  Germnns 
in  earlier  history;  it  reduces  human  work  to  thinking,  and  man  to 
consciousness.  Exi^ish  political  economy  in  its  most  mature  form 
looked  upon  man  as  the  producer  of  commodities  who  pai’tlcipates 
in  social  relations  only  insofar  as  he  exchanges  these  commodities, 
if  Hegel  subordinates  social  development  to  the  general  laws  of 
movement,  of  objective  spirit  for  which  men  are  mere  Instruments, 
English  political  econoiror  subordinates  the  social  movement  forever 
to  the  laws  of  coinmodity  economy  in  which  men  participate  as  owners 
of  commodities;  "this  alienated  form  of  social  relations"  —  Marx 
says  in  his  notes  on  James  Mill--"political  economy  accepts  as 
fundamental  and  primary  and  as  corresponding  to  the  mission  of  man¬ 
kind.  Political  economy  —  as  well  as  the  real  movement  --  accepts 
as  the  starting  point  the  relation  of  man  to  man,  as  private  ownoj:*  bo 
private  owner."  (MECSA  IH,  page  537  C presumably  Mctx  and  Engels, 
Gesammelte  Werke  --  Collected  Works  ]).  Private  property  was  a 
theoretical  foundation  and  an  unchangeable  category  of  English 
political  economy.  Mcrx,  Just  as  Engels  before  him,  criticized 
English  political  economy  as  a  theoretical  expression  of  the  existing 
conditions  of  the  mature  English  capitalist  society.  Thence  the 
criticism  by  Marx  and  Engels  of  the  inhuman  nature  of  these  teachings. 
The  consistent  viewpoint  of  the  proletariat  makes  it  possible  for 
Marx  and  Engels,  in  distinction  to  earlier  socialists,  to  disclose 
the  contradictory  nature  of  private,  as  the  foundation  of  class 
antagonism  in  bourgeois  society.  In  hie  "Economic  and  Philosophical 
Minuscripts"  Marx  sets  the  grandiose  task  of  scientific  criticism 
of  the  economic  foundation  of  bourgeois  social  relations:  "  ...  tc 
understand  the  fundamental  interrelationship  between  private 
property  and  the  greedy  pursuit  of  profit,  the  separation  between 
the  work  of  capital  and  landed  property,  the  link  between  exchange 
and  competition,  between  the  value  of  man  and  his  depreciation. 
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tetwen  monopoly  end  competition, 

and  the  monetary  Bystem"  (MEGA  ni,  F  fee  8c  y.  In  , 

cr-.ticism  of  English  political  economy  Mc^rx  then  creates,  vith 
the  help  of  Engels,  methodological  prereguisites  f or, suhseguent 

completion  of  the  IM-or  theory  of  ynloe,  for  nncoTerrne 
the  oriftin  of  surplus  value  and  the  development  of  capital, 
the  eriilclem  of  houreeole  political  econ^,  In  the  oonres 

Of  vhich  Marx  ascertains  the  economic  foundations  oi, 
position  and  the  mission  of  ^li® 

Actual  estrangement  of  ma>n  as  proa.ucer  under  the 
of  private  ownership  of  the  means  of  production.  Ihis  crioicism 
is  therefore,  a  direct  continu,ation  of  M:.rx‘s  criticism  ^  the 
idealistic  foundation  of  Hegel’s  philosophy'  wnere  the  iae,.  of 
estrangement,  used  as  u  universal  category,  is  conceived  of  ..s 

abolition  of  human  estrangement  laeans  (.holition 
of  oh  jective  conditions  seFarating  the  results  pf  human 
its  very  process  as  it  pertains  to  the  real  producer^--  the  worta>r. 

To  cholish  this  separation,  therefore,  is  'co  ^ 

capitelistsi  it.  is  a  revolution  in  the  course  of  which  the  proletc.r..,. 
takes  over  hy  f  orce  the  means  of  production.  ^  ^ 

Mcirx’s  criticism  of  *bdurgeois  political  economy 
he  possihle  without  the  pnjceding  philosophical  realization  of  th. 
st^al  role  of  material  practice  which  produces  not^ong  go^s  out 
flso  ohjective  social  conditions.  This  criticism  itself,  wMch 
tru.  role  of  h«n  lo.bor  In  the  J 
of  capitalism,  retroactively  enrichea  Marx  s  Thilosop^,  i_ 
pc^nded  the  knowledge  of  the  relation  of  man  to  the  mater i..r  oond. 
tions  of  his  existence  -conditions  vhlch  are 

hut  also  social  as  an  objective  product  of  huiffi^n  activity.  Thus, 
the  rise  of  Pl.rxist  political  economy  as  a  special  science  w..s  ,.,0 

the  same  time  an  unfolding  of  Marxist  philosophy. _  fV-sH 
An  all-round  unl'olding  of  mt-terialist  teaching  of  tte  c..c^sfa 
struggle  of  the  proletariat  as  a  product  of  capitalist  proauct non 

relat-'ons  of  its  alms  and  culmination  in  socialist  revolution, 

vna'to  lfc.A  nnaKneeU,  first  of  nil,  a  Ktter  of 

Scientific  socialism  as  an  organic  pc,rt  of  Marxism  t-rises  on 
the  ha sis  of  examin.tion  of  the  previous  development  of^class 
stLg/les  fnd  a  critical  re-evaluation  of  utopian  socialism,  vulgar 

communism,  and  pre -Marxist  theories  of 

Pre-Marx'.'St  utopian  socd.lism^  which  in  its  critic! 
ceeded  from  the  ut-nlfestations  of  inner  f  “ 

houreeols  society,  was  Invented  as  a  ready -rna^de  pla.n  of  h-rmonxous 
arrangement  of  sLial  relations.  The  great  pre -Marxist 
wanted  to. '.teach  the  workers  to  live  according  to  their  own  iae..B. 
Between  their  illusory  plan  and  the  life  and  ^  ^ 

prolet.arian  m...88es  was  a  vast  gap.  The  only  hriage  wnich  linked 
Le  reality  and  the  goal  was  to  he  the  power  of  ex..mple  ,.:nd  ihe 
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huitt'n  cc-patllity  of  Cirefui  imit  .tion.  The  oia  seemed;  as  it 
hr-ppenS;  as  r.  rule;  closer  vhen  it  was  vorked  out  in  the  minutest 
detail.  The  theoretical  impossihility  of  utopian  socialism  wa.s 
proved  hy  Marx  and  Engels  in  the  Comiiiunist  Manifesto  Utopian 
socia.lism  did  not  even  come  close  to  discovering  the  m-.terial 
conditions  for 'rea.lization  of  its  ^..imS;  nor  did  it  discover  a  cer¬ 
tain  class  whose  historical  mission  would  be  to  iit.ke  socialism 
come  true.  The  proletariat,  in  whose  nt.me  utopian  socialists  often 
spoke,  was  for  these  advocates  of  justice  a  mere  pitiful  exploited 
victim  and  not  a  revolutionary  subject  of  liberation  of  the 
working  masses. 

Addressing  such  Utopians  as  Owen  and  Fourier,  Marx  wrote  in 
his  "Theses  oh  Feuerbach"  the  following:  "The  materialist  doctrine 
that  men  are  products  of  environment  and  upbringing,  and  thc;t, 
therefore,  changed  men  a.re  products  of  other  environments  r,nd 
changed  upbringing,  forgets  that  it  is  men  who  chr.nge  the  environ¬ 
ment  and  that  the  educator  must  himself  be  educated.  Hence,  this 
doctrine  necessarily  arrives  ct  dividing  society  into  two  parts, 
of  which  one  is  superior  to  society...  The  coincidence  of  the 
cha.nging  of  circumstances  and  of  human  activity  cr.n  be  conceived 
and  rr.tiont.lly  understood  only  as  revolutionizing  practice ." 

The  opposite  of  the  utopian  efforts  to  overcome  the  bourgeoio 
system  of  exploitation  was  the  conspira.torit.l  ..ttempts  of  vulgar 
pre-Marxist  communism.  The  contention  tlu.t  it  is  possible  to  get 
rid  of  the  suprem-.cy  of  the  bourgeoisie  by  a  conspiracy  of  a  group 
of  individuals  utterly  devoted  to  their  ideals  was  based  on  the 
saiiie  metaphysical  divorce  of  dream  from  re-lity.  Where  the  social¬ 
ist  Utopians  extolled  the  power  cf  example  c.s  a  means  of  cttc.ining 
their  goal,  the  pre  If.rxiBt  c'.dvoci;tes  of  economic  ideas  relied 
upon  the  elemental  and.  communistic  feelings  of  the  exploited  m<..Bse3. 

Marx  dealt  with  the  criticism  of  vulgar  communism  in  his 
manuscripts.  There  he  says  .:.bout  it:  "This  communism  which  denies 
everywhere  the  person. lity  of  man  is  merely, a  consistent  expression 
of  private  property  which  is  thereby  denied."  (MEGA  HI,  page  5860 

Especially  .uiportont  from  the  point  of  view  of  overcoming 
utopian  socialism  by  Marxism  is  Marx's  criticism  of  Proudhon.  The 
divergence  of  utopian  socialism  from  the  real  process  of  social 
development  had,  in  the  doctrine  of  Proudhon,  an  especi..  lly  h'rraful 
effect  in  relf.tion  to  the  expa.nding  struggle  of  the  working  class. 
Proudhon's  aim  was  to  stop  the  historical  development  which  wi  s 
leading  to  the  prole tc.riz...tinn  of  the  middle  class.  No  one  cmiong 
the  pre-Mtrxlst  socialists  appealed  more  strongly  to  the  theological 
notions  of  destiny  and  eternal  ideas.  Criticizing  the  Ideological 
substance  of  the  reactionary  theses  of  Proudhon's  doctrines, 

Marx  and  Engels  proved. .tha.t  the  French  political  concepts  of  abstract 
equality  on  which  pre -Marxist  socialism  h-d  operated  are,  in  essence, 
upside  down  real  alma  Bf  the  bourgeoisie  equivalent  to  Hegel's  idea 
of  self-consciousness.  ’  '  .  ’ 
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Eefuting.  atstrc-ct  Idecs  of  equcility;  freedom,  and  justice 
as  a  means  of  overcoming  the  "injustices"  of  the  .bourgeois  oraer, 
derived  purely  froia  the  Age  of  Enlightenment,  Marx  and  Irige 
examine  the  real  movement  of  society  vhlch 
of  class  struggles  which  are,  in  their  mature  form.,  -Iw  ys  p 
struggles.  For  ferx  and  Engels  here  the  study  of  the  leaning 
historians  of  the  French  Eestoration,  who  first  discovered  the  _ 
historical  importance  of  class  struggle,  wr.s,  so 
consequences  are  concerned,  of  great  significance 
restricted  this  discovery  to  the  struggle  "between  the  hourgeoisie 
and  the  representatives  of  the  feudal  order-  ^ 

Marx  and  Engels,  while  developl.ne  the  materlalisv  te-cMne^ 
of  the  historical  mission  of  the  proletariat,  proved  for  thedlrs.. 
time  in  the  Communist  Manifesto  tha.t  the  cla.ss  etruggle^of  the 
proletc-riat  iiJS^tehly  culminates  in  the 

ly  the  proletariat  and  in  the  use  of  this  power  for  socializ^-tlon  o 
the  merns  of  production.  Marx's  and  Engels  , theory  of  cl^ss 
struggle  is  thus  from  its  very  beginning  linhed  with  the  theory  o- 
socialist  revolution  and  is  the 

theory  of  the  dictatorship  of  the  proletariat.  The  scientific 
sooiclism  of  Marx,  In  distinction  to  the  preoedine  socialist  aocirio^s, 
L°f thus;  from  Ife very  beginning,  placed  a  tremendous  emphasis  on 

rise  of  MT-rxlsm  as  a  critical  refutation  of  the  t^oroti- 
cal  predecessors  of  Mc:rx  and  Engels  is  a 
which  Mr.rxism  separates  itself  as  a. 

working  class  from  the  body  of  the  bourgeois  ideology  and  lcte.  c...ej 

from  the  ideolo^  of  pre-Marx.ist  socialism.  of  m  rxism 

The  indivisibility  of  the  three  component  p^rts  of  Marxism, 

which  in  perverted  form— on  the  idealistic  foundation- -existed^ 

sepe.rrtely  before  Mr.rx,  constitutes  the  main  historical  task  of 
Marxism:  to  present  ah  all-round  explanation  of  the  his  or  - 

mission  of  the  working  class.  Thus,  from  the  beginning  of  the 

of  ona  I.«els,  fcrxleM  contolns,  from  the  stendpolnt 

Of  its  main  tc.sk,  the  general  mt-terialist  doctrine  oxi  die  hectic 
laws  of  development  of  the  world  and  society  (philosophy),  ;^J® 
doctftoe  on  the  ob  jective  position  of  the  worMng  class  in  the  s.y  .u,;.,. 
of  production  relations  of  bourgeois  society  (politic-.l  economy), 
end  the  doctrine  of  class' struggle,  subjective  and  oboectiye  condx- 
t ions  of  the  victory  of  the  proletariat  over  the 

(scientific  socialism),  krxist  philosophy  f orr^is : an  indepehdeht  .  xt 
of  Marxism  and,  like  materialist  dialectics,  is  a  theoretical  -nd 
methodological  foundation  of  the  other  two  parts  of  Mt^rxism. .  ..These, 
parts  are,  however,  not  a  result  of  its  merely  mechc-nical  a.pplica- 
tion  since  the  very  unfolding,  of  materialist  dialectics  is^un  hinx- 
able' without  an  elaboration  of  Mc.rx’s  politiccl  econemy  ana  scieni^fic 
socialism. 

*  ■«■  * 


Mi.rxism  oves  the  inner  unity  of  its  three  pc.rts  first  of  all 
to  mr^terialist  dialectios  as  the  most  general  doctlnre  of  the 
laws  of  movement  of  nature,  society,  and  thought.  Materialist 
dialectics,  applied  to  an  ohjective  as  method  of  understanding, 
discovers  hy  means  of  i.naiysjs  of  its  inner  contradictions  the 
driving  force  of  its  movement  and  development  which  can  he  used 
for  a  purposeful  change  of  the  object  itself.  Materialist  dialec¬ 
tics,  as  a  method  of  understanding  is,  therefore,  an  instrument  for 
transforming  the  maiterial  world. 

The  general  methodological  importance  of  materialist 
dialectics  makes  the  inner  unity  of  the  three  pa.rts  of  M..rxism- 
Leninism  in  its  elementary  form  project  itself  into  Marxist 
philosophy,  which  is  the  unifying  foundation  of  this  entire  doctrine 
The  unity  of  Marxism-Leninism,  then,  is  reflected  in  Marxist 
philosophy  as  the  unity  of  materialism  and  dialectics,  liny  separa  ¬ 
tion  of  political  econoiny  from  socialism  is,  therefore,  a  violation 
of  the  general  methodologicr.l  instructions  of  Mrrxist  philosophy 
and  is  always  hariaful  to  its  integrity,  its  organic  unity  of 
materialism  and  dialectics.  Thus,  separation  of  one  of  the  three 
pr.rts  of  Marxism  necesstirily  leads  to  substitution  of  metcphysica], 
thinking  or  sophistry  for  mc-terialist  dic.lectics  and  to  a  degrada 
tion  of  Mi-rxism  either  to  the  level  of  bourgeois  objectivism  and 
the  theory  of  elementcdity  in  the  Interpretatinn  of  socialist 
phenomena,  or  to  a  voluntaristic  and  sectarian  understanding  of 
the  i'.sks  of  the  proletaritit  and  its  political  party.  The  history 
of  the  old  and  contemporary  revisionism  furnishes  a  wealth  of  examples 
of  theoretical  and  practical  political  consequences  of  disturbing 
the  inner  unity  of  Marxism-Leninism. 

Eduard  Bernstein,  while  dealing  mostly  with  politic  1  economy, 
tries  to  separate  the  proof  of  the  historicaJL  mission  of  the  working 
class  from  the  real  movement  of  the  proletariat  and  its  iit.terii'.l 
foundation  in  bourgeois  production  conditions,  as  a  matter  allegedly 
derived  from  unconfirmed  philosophical  premises.  Bernstein  attempts 
to  transform  Marx's  socialism  into  bourgeois  reformism  by  suppressing 
materialist  dialectics  as  the  methhdological  foundation  of  scientific 
political  economy  -and  socialism.  The  liquid.. tion  of  ia:.terialiet 
dialectics,  on  the  contra.ry,  caused  a  disruption  between  economic 
teaching  and  socialism,  turning  them  into  unconnected  disciplines 
one  of  which  was  meant  to  describe  the  tendencies  of  economic 
development  and  the  other  only  to  register  element;.!  action  of  the 
working  class. 

The  disruption  of  the  inner  unity  of  M;'.rxi8m-Leninism  is 
being  a.ttempted  by  different  means,  although  in  the  contemporary 
oiirrents  of  revisionism  it  leads  to  similar  consequences.  Thus, 
the  Hegelizing  representative  of  contempor;:.ry  revisionism, 

H.  Lefebvre,  represents  Marxism  as  ha.ving  two  incompatible  orienta¬ 
tions:  that  of  the  representatives  of  Marxist -Leninist  politics 
who,  while  defending  the  course  of  socialism  in  practice,  allegedly 
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c-lieijate  theiaeelves  fr cm  Marxist  philosoplyr,  and  that  of  the 
philosophers  vho  have  nothing  to  do  'Vifith  the  policy  of  Communist 
parties  hut  who,  allegedly,  develop)  Miifxist  philosophy,  /nd  without 
hesitation  Lefehvre  includes  in  the  second  ceteogry  the  hourgeois 
"Marxologists,”  members  of  the  order  of  the  Society  of  Jesus, 

,  Chamhre  and  Cclveze  (see  E.  Lefehvre, :  Mc^rxism  and  French  Thought , 

Les  Temps  Modernes,  195T>  F-fe®  137)’ 

%  Scientific  socialism  as  the  scientific  foundation  of  practical 
policy  and  Mr.rxiet  philosophy  as  a  conception  of  the  world,  expressed 
in  the  most  general  features  in  the  work  of  Lefehvre,  fall  apart. 

The  Marxist  philosophy  itself,  however,  assumes  hereby  the  nature 
of  hourgeois  philosophy:  in  theoretical  reBpect  it  is  deprived 
±8  materialist  foundation  (see  Lefehvre 's  argument  against  ohjective 
dialectics  in  "Current  Prohlems  of  :Mc^rxism."),  in  practical  respvect 
it  heccmes  an  ally  of  hourgeois  policy  and  hostile  proF'e^^nda  against 
the  camp  of  socialism.  Lefehvre  Bepc.rates  philosophy  frcm  the  real 
process  of  social  developient  and  does  so  despite  all  declarationc 
about  the  necessity  of  a  phi3.o8ophlcally  integral  view  of  social 
.reality^  .  ;■  - 

:  Anot^  example  of  the  distressing  conseguenoes  of  innSr 
destruction  of  Marxism-Leninism  carried  out  with  intent  to  liquidate 
is  the  recent  puhlication .  of  the  hook  M~-rxism  is  a  ^ ;  uestion,  hy  _ 

P.  Pougeyrollase  (Paris,  1959,  ®d.  du  Seuil) .  Repudiation  of  the 
historically  verified  theoretical  contents  of  scientific  socialism 
and  the  indispensahllity  of  the  dictatorship  of  the  proletariat  is 
here  I'methodically"  cc.rried  out  hy  pulling  the  workers  movement  put 
of  production  relations  examined  hy  Marxist  political  economy.  ,, 

The  external  trimmings  referred  to  in  this  operation  are  the. 
technocratic  theories  of  Simone  Vdil  and  Burnham.  Eand  in  hand  with 
these  revisionist  attacks  against  the  inner  imity  of  Marxism  goes 
the  subject ivization  of  materialist  dialectics  of  Fougeyrollase. 

Thus,  every,  revisionist  attempt  conspiring  against  the 
inner  unity  of  Marxism-Leninism  is  always  imhedded  in  the  rations 
against  the  inner  unity  of  Marxist  philosophy  itself.  This  is  so  h'>oai.o 
as  an  organic  part  of  Marxist  philosophy,  materialist  dialectics 
is  an  indispensable  part  of  Marxism  as  a  fehole,  of  Marxism  in  all 
its  F-rts.  In  this  sense  dialectics  is  the  "soul"  of  M:.rxiBm, 
it  is  its  methodological  foundation  and  unifying  principle.  The 
laws  of  HE  ter ialist  dialectics  manifest  themselves  in  M-rxist 
political  economy  just  as  much  as  in  scientific  socialism;  a  denial 
of  the  lews  discovered  hy  these  ,Ffts  of -Marxism  is  thus  only  a  • 
special  case  of  denying  the  existence  of  laws  of  miterii-iist  dialecticu 
n  genera.l.,'  ■: 

The  inner  unity  of  M.rxism-Leninism  HE^kes  it  impossihle  for 
example,  to  he  a  .Marxist,  in  political  economy  and  not  he  a  Marxist 
in  questions  of  socialism,-  politics,  or  philosophy 4  IquCully,  so, 
of  course,  it  is  not  possible,  to  he  a  consistent  ifcrxist  in 
phdjlosopliy  and  not  to  know  or  to  deay  the  theorems  of  14.rxist  .political 
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econoray.  Lt-ck  of  knowledge  of  Jii-rxiet  politicc.1  economy  ond 
of  the  theory  of  scientific  socialism  is  for  c.  philosopher  who 
presents  himself  c.s  a  Marxist  merely  a  testimony  that  his  philosoph¬ 
ical  views ^  even  if  subjectively  documented  hy  quotation  from  M:irx, 
htiVe  been  suspended  in  the  vacuum  of  abstraction^  outside  space 
and  time  of  real  social  events. 

Materialist  dialectics  and  political  economy  of  Marxism  (just 
as  scientific  socialism)  stand-in  respect  to  method,  in  general  and 
in  particular,  in  relation  to  each  other.  Vhen  Ikrx  says  in  tlie 
introduction  to  Ct pltal  thtt  in  the  analysis  of  economic  forms  "it 
is  impossible  to  use  either  a  microscope  or  chemical  reactions," 
he  has  in  mind  abstraction  as  the  instrument  of  understanding  —  not 
an  abstraction  of  common  school-like  logic  but  an  abstraction  for 
the  truthfulness  of  which  Cinswers  none  other  than  ^.terialist  dlaloo- 
tics.  For  this  reason  no  ifcrxist  economist  cc.n  correctly  approach 
the  study  a£  special 'sources,  or  truthfully  explain  mt.terirl 
which  he  absorbed  in  his  study,  if  he  has  not  mc.stered  the  fundamental 
of  materialist  dialectics.  In  the  opposite  case  there  is  danger  of 
flat  empiricism  or  empty  spscub.tion.  Even  in  the  reverse  case  it  is, 
however,  necessary  to  empht.sir.e  that  an  elcljoration  of  materialist 
dialectics,  even  though  it  might  take  place  on  the  basis  of  special 
m-.terial  of  the  natural  sciences,  is  imthinkable  without  taking 
into  consideraticaa.  the  theoretical  wealth  of  both  remaining  pc.rts 
of  >fcrxism-Lenini8m. 

It  was  precisely  this  inner  relationship  between  the  dialectic 
aspect  of  Marxist  philosophy  and  the  concrete  material  of  political 
economy  and  scientific  socialism  that  Lenin  had  in  mind  when  he 
stressed  th't  from  the  "point  of  view  of  Marx  and  Engels  philosophy 
hfis  no.  right  to  special  and  independent  existence,  and  its  material 
falls  into  various  branches  of  positive  science,  as  a  philosophical 
Justification  it  is,  therefore,  possible  to  understt.nd  either 
confrontation  of  their  requisites  with  firmly  fixed  laws  of  other 
sciences  ...  or  the  experiences  derived  from  the  application  of 
this  theory."  (V.  I.  Lenin,  T  orks,  Vol.  1,  pl^435)  • 

This  thought  of  Lenin,  was,  after  the  20th  Congress  of  the 
Communist  Party  of  the  Soviet  i^nlon,  taken  out  of  the  historical 
polemic  Jnd  the  context  of  the  complete  works  of  Lenin  and  Interpreted 
by  some  young  philosophers  even  in  the  Soviet  Union  as  a  confiimc'.tion 
of  the  supposition  that  Marxist  philosophy  does  not  existcs  an 
independent  scientific  discipline.  This,  however,  is  a  mlsinterpre- 
oation  of  the  concrete  contents  of  this  thought  of  Lenin.  In  rer.iity, 
the  aforementioned  thesis  does  not  speak  in  favor  of  liquidating 
tendencies  in  philosophy  but  merely  i,mphasizes  the  unifyl'ng  Importance 
of  M-TXist  philosophj’’  for  the  whole  of  Marxism-Leninism. 

For  us  the  model  of  the  inner  unity  of  the  Marxlst-Leninist 
teaching  ;"bout  society  remains  first  of  all  the  work  of  the  classics 
of  Mi'-rxism-Lenism  themselves.  The  inner  unity  of  the  three  parts 
!h:.s  been  formed  not  according  to  a  preconceived  and  logically 
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i..rrc.nged  pl-.n  "but  in  tlia  process  of  strufegles  and  polemics  vith 
those  currents  vhlch  in  the  interee^;  of  the  proleti'ricn  movement 
hctd  to  be  separ'-ted  from  the  working  class  and  its  revolutionary 
party.  Each  Vork  of  the  olc-ssics  of  Marxism- Leninisn,  therefore , 
dealt  vith  a  certain  historic.  !  range  of  problems  vhioh  in  their 
contents  are  concerned  vith  one  of  the  three  pc-rts  of  Marxism-  .  , 
Leninism. 

In  this  sense  ve  distinguish  f'.mong  the  classics  of  Maixism- 
Leninism  vorka  primarily  ecohomio,  philosophioa  or  political.  ■  None 
of  these  vorks,-  hovever;  can  be  truthfully  proclaimed  to  be 
"professionally"  nirrowly  philosophical,  eooncanic,  or  especially 
"politico  theoretical."  This  is  so  because  narrow  expertness, a 
as  a  consequence  of  divisions  of  labor  and  ta.sks  imported  into  the 
extoained  subjects  from  without,  regardless  of  inner  laws,  inner 
diversifications 'and  life,  is  absolutely  alien  to  Marxism.  Mtrx 
and  Engels,  c.nd  Lenin  after  them,  devoted  in  v.::rious  works  predomin  nt 
attention  to  philosophy,  econcmlos,  or  the  questions  of  scientific 
socialism  depending  on  the  aspect  cxf  the  struggle  of  the  working 
class  which  at  a  given  moment  was  decisive  for  the  future  victory 
of  the  proletariat. 

When  examining  questions  of  politics,  economics,  or  philosopJiy, 
the  classics  of  Marxism-Leninism  never  lost  sight  of  the  theoretioc.l 
whole  of  Marxism  --  its  inner  unity.  The  work  of  the  classics  of 
Marxism-Leninism  is,  therefore/  proof  that  individn,!  pt-rts  of 
M  rxism-Leninism  form  a  dialectic  unit  which  itself  is  a  reflection 
and  rational  expression  of  the  objective  relations  between  certi.in 
i.nd  pi:.rtlcuiar  historic;.!  t;.sks  of  the  proleteri  t.,  Lenin  says 
about  it:.  "Considering  the  wealth  ;-nd  manifold  forms  of  the 
ideological  contents  of  M:.rxism,  it  is  not  peculiar  that  .  .  .  various 
historical  periods  emphasize  one  and  then  another  aspect  of  Mt.rxiem. 

In  Bussia  before  the  revolution  It  was  especially  important  to 
apply  Marx’s  economic  teaching  to  our  reality,  at  the  time  of  the 
revolution  it  Was  M.rxlst  policy  tht.t  won  special  importance,  and 
after  the  revolution  --  Marxist  philosophy.",  (V.  I.  Lenin,  Works, 

Vol.  17,  p.  67.)  Lenin  adds  at  the  same  time,  however,  that  empii-sizlr 
one  or  another  part  in  the  development  of  Marxism  should  by  no  means 
be  construed  as  meaning  that  "it  is  admissible  to  ignore  at  ny 
time  certain  aspects  of  Marxism;  it  only  me:..ns  that  the  preponde.tan  ..e 
of  Interest  in  one  or  another  aspect  does  not  depend  on  subjective 
wishes  but  on  the  sum  total  of  historical  conditions."  (ibid.) 

In  this  way  Lenin  points  out  an  Import  -nt  fact  which  some 
would-be  ideologists  of  the  working  class  like  to  forget;  th-t  tbj 
choice  of  tasks  of  a  theorist  within  a  Marxist -Leninist  party, 
however  much  the  result  of  his  work  overshadows  the  empirical  horl 
z on  of  the  prevalent  practice,  is  always  subordinated  to  the  concrete 
needs  of  the  movement.  Out  of  the  historical  sum  total  of  these 
needs  --  objective  needs,  and  in  every  given  situ;;tion  quite  definite 
needs  -  -  there  grows,  In  the  course  of  historical  development,  the 
whole  of  Mtaxitm-Lenluism  c.s  an  organic  unity  o.f  its  p..rts. 
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The  grec-tness  oi  M^.rx  -.nd  Engels  i..s  much  c.s  tlx;  t  of  Lenin 
rests  in  the  subordination  of  theoretical  activity  to  the  objective 
needs  of  the  workers  movement  and  in  elaborating  t.t  the  same  time 
scientific  ideology  of  the  working  cl>ss  in  all  its  -spects  down  to 
vast  theoretica  l  depth.  Lenin's  work,  like  tlu  t  of  M  rx  v.nd  Ingele^ 
historici.lly  conceived  in  the  selection  of  its  politics  i.hd  the 
method  of  timely  solving  the  problems,  foriiis  die. lectio  unity  with 

the  real  historical  process.  The  theoretic.. 1  struggle  in  the  sphere 
of  philosophy,  or  politic  .1  economy  or  the  actual  ;..pplice.tion  of 
scientific  socialism  in  politics  is  here  e.  reflection  e.nd  a  pe.rt  of 
the  b^-sic  forms  of  the  struggle  of  the  proleti.riat  lnt.dvertantly 
i.ppei.ring  on  the  scene  of  history,  the  ideologice:!  economic  -.nd 
political  struggle.  Just  t.s  in  life  these  forms  of  struggle  do  not 
exist  independently  but  re  closely  connected  with  e:.ch  other 
forming  an  inner  unity,  so  the  forms  of  their  rational  expression  in 
Mr.rxism-Leninism  also  form  an  interna  lly  monolithic  oneness.  The 
coiamon  denomitt..tor  in  practice  -^nd  theory  is  here  the  objective 
go...!  of  the  revolutionary  movement  discovered  by  science  --  dict^..tor 
ship  of  the  proletariat  and  the  victory  of  socialism  and  communism. 

*  *  # 

( ualitatively  new  tasks  confront  Marxist  Leninist  theory  in 
the  period  of  trii-nsition  to  socialism.  In  this  situation  the  task 
of  the  Marxism-Leninist  p^rty  as  the  le^.ding  force  of  the  working 
class  ;.ind  the  working  masses  is  no  longer  th:.t  of  opposing  in  its 
own  country  the  natur-l  historical  bourgeois  social  order,  bred  in 
antagonism.  Today,  in  the  period  of  completion  of  eocialifflu  in 
the  Czechoslovak  Republic,  the  task  of  our  Communist  Tarty,  as  the 
leading  a.nd  organizing  force  in  the  development  of  the  whole 
social  life,  is  in  a  certain  sense  more  varied  and  dema.nding 
than  under  capitw-lism  f..nd  the  direct  conflict  with  the  class  enemy . 

The  all  -round  social  tasks  of  the  Communist  Party  tire  a  result  of  tJiD 
fact  tht t  even  after  a  complete  victory  of  socialism  the  party,  Qu 
...  proved  leader  of  the  working  mtsses,  remt.ins  the  directing  and 
leading  force  of  t.ll  important  processes  of  soci..l  life.  The  pt.rty 
becomes  here  the  mt. in  directing  and  reguL.ting  organ,  first  cf  all 
of  the  objective  processes  which  .-.re  taking  place  in  soci ..list 
economics.  In  no  lesser  degree,  however,  grows  also  its  regulating 
role  in  the  purposeful  m-nagement  of  the  superstructural  processes 
of  social  life  and  in  the  sphere  of  rounded  education  -nd  re-educt.ti'^n 
d)f  the  working  m..8ses  in  the  spirit  of  soclt.lism.  Thus  communists 
are  faced  with  tasks  of  a  scope  and  m  nif  old  nature  never  dre...i!ied 
of  by  the  representatives  of  the  cc.pitalist  order,  which  develqpa- 
in  an  elemental  way. 

Some  comrades,  while  comp^.ring  in  their  minds  socialist 
social  order  with  contemporary  c-.pltalism  acerbated  by  production  ;  narchy 
and  domin-ited  by  pursuit  of  the  highest  possible  profits,  with  t. 
multicolored  la.lette  of  ideological  currents  ranging  from  medieval 
obscurantism  to  intellectualistic  fantasies,  arrive  hastily  at  the 


concluBion  tlii-t  socic..li3m  .s  ...  sbcioeconomic  fomt.tion  is  in  every 
respect  simpler  th£;n  the  bourgeois  order.  These  comri-.des,  however; 
confuse  tvo  things?  the  conspicuous  colorTuInees  of  decedent  menifes- 
tetions  of  elemental  Social  processes  in  the  c^.mp  of  capitalism  and 
-the  real  objective  diversification  and  all-inclusitrehess  of  social 
processes  which  take  place  without  advertisement  but  aill.the  more 
surely  in  the  camp  of  socialism.  I^om  the  point  of  view  of  objectiro 
social  structure,  the  ca.pita.liBt  order  as  ;  result  of  the  blind 
development  of  commodity  relations  which  degrade  the  human  personality 
and  its  needs  in  every  respect  is  an  order  historically  lower  and 
also  simpler  than  socialism. 

The  socialist  order,  which  develops  the  production  forces  of 
society  in  a  planned  mcinner  and  strengthens  socied  ownership,  means 
-Li  gradual  purposeful  control  over  social  processes,  a  government 
of  living  labor  over  dead  Ic.bor,  a.  growing  rule  of  men  over  things, 
and  a  satisfaction  of  the  needs  of  men  to  an  extent  not  comp. rable  to 
anything  previously  existing.  Beginning  with  economic  processes  aix’. 
ending  with  the  creation  of  artistic  works  and  their  enjoyment, 
socia.l ism  creates  more  varied  and  intensive  relations  among  men, 
releases  creative  humc^n  powers,  and  creates  Mgher  needs  which  are  not 
possihle  under  capitalism.  ‘  Socialism  for  the  first  time  creates  coi'.- 
ditionS  for  an  all-round  social  assertion  of  the  individual,  end 
assertion  which  is  not  a  priori  measured  by  his  part ic ip; .t ion  in 
monetary  relations. 

The  process  of  completing  the  m.terial  and  technical  foundation 
of  socialismV  ;.ccompanied  by  far -^reaching  changes  in  the  class 
structure  of  society  and  manifold  chenges  in  the  way  of  life  of  the 
broadest  working  aiasses,  socialist  reforms  of  education,  the  proceiis 
of  completing  cultural  revolution,  the  social  results  of  shortening 
working  hours,  the  gradual  emancipation  of  women  from  hoixsehold 
work  “-  all  this  places  exceptionally  demc.nding  tc.ska  on  the  theory 
of  M  rxism  Leninism  as  the  scientific  foundation  of  the  directing 
activity  of  the  F-rty. 

■With  a  certain  simplification  it  is  possible  to  say  that 
today  M:.rxist  theory  faces  in  our  conditions  two  groups  of  questions: 
the  first,  which  is  more  and  more. coming  to  the  fore,  is  in  its  sig- 
nif loanee  connected  with  the  need  to  mab©  general  knowledge  of 
the  empirical  experiences  from  building  socialism  and  the  applicatir.a 
of  Marxist -Leninist  theory  in  the  practice  of  its  construction.  ■ 

In  connection  with  the  Jiialn  task  --  completion  Of  the  mcLterial  amd 
technical  foundation  of  socialism  from  the  standpoint  of  cognitive  a..id 
generalizing  activity  of  the  F'-rty,  questions  of  economic  theory 
still  stand  in  the  forefront.  These  are  the  questions,  as  the  11th 
Congress  of  the  KSC  agaiin  emphasized,  to  which  it  is  first  necessaiy 
to  direct  our  attention  both  in  developing  Marxist-Leninist  theory 
end  in  the  Ideological  education  of  party  members  and  the  working 
iK-sses.  Along  with  this  main  task,  as  was  also  stressed  by  the 
11th  Congress  of  the  ICSC,  other  a.spects  of  Marxism-Leninism  must 
net  be  ncglectel- 


The  second  group  of  prohleias,  in  dealing  with  which  it  is 
necessary  to  mtirshal  the.  entire  theoretical  wealth  of  Marxism- 
Leninism^  is  connected  with  the  dem-aid  for  the  most  effective 
fight  on  the  ideological  front.  JSapecially  in  recent  years  has  the 
necessity  of  antffective,  penetrating,  and  convincing  criticise 
of  hourgeois  ideology  and  of  the  revisionist  onslaughts  come  to 
the  fore.  The  prospect  of  peaceful  coexistence,  continually  insured 
by  the  indefatigable  efforts  of  the  Soviet  Union  and  the  entire 
socialist  camp,  offers  principled  ideological  struggle  as  an  indis¬ 
pensable  factor  in  the  peaceful  competition  with  capit^dism. 

The  manifold  tasks  which  our  epoch  of  the  completion  of  social¬ 
ist  construction  and  gradual  transition  to  ccanmunism  imposes  on  Marxist 
Leninist  theory  can  be  successfully  fulfilled  only  on  condition  that 
the  division  of  labor,  indispensable  for  u  profound  elaboration  of 
certain  problems  and  questions,  not  have  as  a  result  harmful  splitting 
of  the  inner  unity  of  Marxism-Li^inism. 

The  historical  justification  of  this  denu-nd  stems  from  the 
fact  thit  socialism  can  be  built  only  through  the  conscious  activity 
of  the  people  while  maintaining  and  expanding  the  centr-1  management 
by  the  party  of  all  socially  important  processes  with  growing  part  id- 
p-.tion  of  the  working  people  in  the  ntinagement  and  administration 
of  social  life.  The  inner  unity  of  Marxism-Leninism  is  here  a 
theoretical  prerequisite  of  the  very  ideological  unity  of  the  p  rty 
and  the  starting  point  of  the  moral  and  political  unity  of  the  people. 

Considering  the  complexity  and  diversity  of  the  theoretical 
and  educational  tasks,  it  is  also  necessary  to  Insure  the  prerequisi+ss 
for  the  fulfillment  of  the  demand  for  strengthening  the  inner  unity 
of  Marxism-Leninism. 

The  demand  for  the  division  of  l^bor,  or  rather  specialization, 
has  often  led,  among  various  working  units  and  theoretical  workers 
in  the  recent  pc.8t,  to  a  professionalistic  conception  of  the 
individual  tasks  and  questions  of  Marxist -Leninist  teaching. 

Permc-nent  handling  of  certain  rmdividual  p.rts  of  Marxism-Leninism 
by  various  workers  of  the  ideological  front  and  the  historically 
justified  efforts  to  promote  specialization  in  particular  questions 
within  these  pc.rts  have  frequently  resulted  in  disregard  for  the 
total  Marxist  conception  of  the  given  problem. 

In  the  past  we  have  had  a  chance  to  observe  the  consequences  of 
a  lifeless  and  professionalistic  conception  of  specii.  lization  in  the 
teaching  of  M^’-rxist -Leninist  theory  in  some  philosophic  and  pedagogic 
working  units,  p.rticularly  in  the  field  of  philosophy. 

Because  of  preferred  professional  interests  cf  certc;in  officials 
there  htid  appe.-red,  on  the  one  hand,  elements  of  a  positivistic  con¬ 
ception  of  the  important  questions  of  dialectical  at-teriilism,  a 
conception  which  strands  apart  from  the  social  conditions  of  the 
development  of  human  understc.nding,  and,  on  the  other  hc.nd,  no  less 
harmful  attempts  to  substitute  speculative  means  of  philosophy  for 
the  cognitive  functions  of  the  social  significance  of  the  other  two 
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renialning  parts  of  Marxism-Leiilnlsm^  to  elevate  philosophy  above  the 
real  process  of  history  and  the  actual  tasks  of  the  party.  These 
tendencies  in  our  philosophy  vere  examined  and  justly  condemned  in 
the  resolution  of  our  party  of  last  ye:ir  concerning  philosophy. 
Insufficient  knowledge  of  Marxism-Leninism,  as  an  internally  integral 
teaching,  is  one  of  the  causes  of  serious  shortcomings  in  the 
practice  of  some  comrades,  the  resolution  specified. 

The  present  stage  in  our  development  especially  lui'gently  reg.ui: 
of  every  worker  in  the  social  sciences  all-round  theoretical  training 
no  matter  what  sector  of  the  theory  of  Marxism-Leninism  he  is  en¬ 
trusted  with,  a  training  which  includes,  besides  a  good  knowledge  of 
a  particular  section  of  Marxism-Leninism,  also  a  solid  knowledge  of 
the  rest  of  it.  It  is  exactly  the  necessary  process  of  expanding 
specialization  on  the  one  hand  and  the  objective  need  for  thorough 
exs'T'inatlon  of  all  socially  important  phenomena  on  the  other  thcit 
Impose  the  urgent  demand  on  the  ideological  workers  to  exp'  ad  his 
pr^essional  knowledge  in  one  part  of  Mirxism-Leninlsm  while  keeping 
up  his  study  of  it  as  a  whole.  Only  in  this  way  will  he  be  able  to 
meet  the  demand  of  contemporary  practice.  The  most  important  aid  is 
a  thorough  going  study  of  the  theoretical  heritage  of  the  cli-sslos 
of  Marxism-Leninism.  Its  integrity  and  inner  thematic  diversifica¬ 
tions  have  a  most  profound  effect  on  the  unity  of  Marxism-Leninism. 

A  well -prepared  textbook  of  political  economy ,  scientific  socialism, 
and  communist  and  Mcxrxist  philosophy  would  be  extremely  helpful. 

The  new  Soviet  textbook  on  the  foundations  of  M-irxism-Leninism  which 
is  now  being  translated  into  Czech  is  an  example  of  a  successful 
attempt  to  bring  Marxism-Leninism,  as  an  integral  and  internally 
uniform  teaching  of  the  contemporary  problems  of  socialism  and 
communism,  closer  to  the  reader. 

In  the  interest  of  further  strengthening  the  inner  unltj  of 
Ma3?xlsm-Leninism  in  theoretical  and  educational  work,  there  is, 
however,  an  objective  condition  of  no  minor  importance J  the  practice 
of  charging  individual  worters  of  the  ideological  front  with  varioiis 
tasks  and  problems  cannot,  as  has  so  far  been  the  case,  be  left  to 
local  methods.  Assignment  of  the  main  tasks  to  individual  workers, 
if  it  is  really  to  proceed  from  objective  laws  of  previous  develop¬ 
ment  of  Ifeirxism-Leninism,  can  be  done  centrally  only  and  in  oompliano". 
with  the  objective  needs  of  our  social  development.  The  decisive 
work  here  falls  on  the  Communist  Party  and  its  supreme  organs.  Only 
through  purposeful  planning  in  the  vital  sectors  of  the  social 
sciences,  central  coordination  of  the  assigned  tasks  under  the 
initiative  of  individual  working  units  and  with  due  consideration  for 
their  special  conditlo33S  as  well  as  theoretical  preparedness,  and 
last  but  not  least  the  aptitude  of  Individuals,  will  our  socla^ 
theory  be  in  a  position  to  fulfill  the  great  tasks  imposed  by  tbe 
contemporary  stage  of  the  completion  of  socialist  construction. 


